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SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 

Mail Stop Amendment 

Honorable Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Sir: 

This Supplemental Response is made solely to complete 
the substance of the September 20, 2 004 interview as required 
by the Examiner. No amendments to the claims have been made 
beyond those submitted with Applicants December 20, 2004 
response . 

After a careful review of claim 1 and the prior art 
rejection, the undersigned felt it necessary to call Examiner 
Pezzlo because the rejection not only misnumbered the elements 
of Peddinghaus relied on but explained them in an 
unintelligible manner making whatever response we decided to 
pursue difficult. 

When we were unable to contact Examiner Pezzlo, we 
called his supervisor, Mr. Jack W. Lavinder, on September 17, 
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2004, to ask that Examiner Pezzlo call us. We were advised 
that; the Examiner had left the Patent Office and the 
application had been assigned no the Examiner who signed the 
September 9 Advisory Action. At this point we complained about 
the quality and determination of the June 1, 2004 final office 
action and suggested that it did not meet the standards of a 35 
U.S.C. §102 (b) rejection. We then asked for some assistance on 
how to proceed further- Examiner Lavinder agreed to review the 
action based on our comments. He called back on September 20, 
2004 and advised that he felt the June 1, 2004 action was over 
reaching and would therefore send us an interview summary 
statement to that effect withdrawing the June 1 # 2004 action. 
He further advised that this would result in a new action 
either allowing the application or setting out a new prior 
rejection . 

Thereafter, Applicant received Sxaminer Lavinder * s 

September 20, 2004 Interview Summary Statement - 
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